DECLARATION OF LEILA 1. WASSOM 

1 (DBA) Paralegal Specialist, cuiiently ass 
^ Law Section (CCA), D 



Washington, D.C. From August 19 



2. 1 review for litigation puiposes both the initially processed and appealed Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) and Privacy Act (PA) requests received by DBA. I have performc 



ler the FOIA/PA, and the applical 



11 EXHIBIT I 



sntitled action, and the records maintained by the DBA Freedom of hiformation Operations Unit (SARO). 



SUMMARY OF CORRESPONDENCE 
PEA FOIA Request No. 04-1519-P 

nd a Deputy U.S. Marshal m regards to his arrest on April 21, 2003, and (2) an 
ion regarding any "video smveillance seized from the El Dorado Hotel Securit: 



ily 22, 2004, DEA acknowledged the plami 






sof29 pages to the plaintiff. Twelv 



(b)(2), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), and (b)(7)(F), an 



) a litigation review, by letter dated September 18, 2C 
be plaintifT. The release included portions of two (2) 



ter dated September 18, 



Be was made to the plaintiff. 



ed September 27, 2006, is 



no record that the plaintiff appealed the initial DEA action 
e of hiformation and Privacy (OIP). 

DEA FOIA Request No. 05-1295-P 

dated July 5, 2005, the plaintiff, referencing "[f]reedom of 






plaintifPs letter dated July 5, 2005, is attached as Exhibit F. 

13. By letter dated July 28, 2005, DBA acknowledged the plaintiff s K 
that the request was assigned DBA FOIA Request No. 05-1295-P and it 



ed September 8, 2005, DBA informed the plaintiff that a request from 
•P, was previously processed and no fiiither information other than thi 
vas available to him. A copy of the DBA letter dated September 8, 20 



)5, On> acknowledged the plaintii 






in created by DEA since the earlier request. Third, OIP denied the plaintiffs appeal on the 
rnids that, if it was an attempt to appeal the DEA response to DEA Request No. 04-1519, it 
i untunely. Finally, regardmg the plaintiffs request for a Vaughn index, OIP informed the 
intiff that he was not entitled to an itemized justification for each item of information withhek 
he administrative stage of processmg an FOIA request. A copy of the OIP letter dated March 
1006, is attached as Exhibit K. 

DEA FOIA Request No. 06-01 14-P 



19. By letter dated November 15, 2005, DEA informed the plaintiff that it been asifed by USMS 
Request No. 06-01 14-P, and that the materials would be processed in chronological order based 



ter dated December 15, 2005, DEA released portions of three (3) pages to the plamtiff 



no longer assertmg Exemption (b)(7XC) as a basis tc 



PEA FOIA Request No. 06-0375-P 



ifomied DEA that it was withholding names of USMS employees and third parties pursuant to 
OIA exemption (b)(7)(C). A copy of the USMS letter dated December 19, 2005, is attached as 

n the date of its letter. A copy of the DEA letter dated January 5, 2006, is attached as Exhibit P 
3. By letter dated March 1, 2006, DEA returned seven (7) of the eight (8) referred pages to 



rtions of one (1) page to the plaintiff. 

ns (b)(2) and (b)(7)(C) and section (j)(2) of 

■emaining seven (7) pages referred had been 



responding dkectly the 



PEA FOIA Request No. 04-1519-P and Q5-1295-P 

Investigative Reporting and Filing System (ERFS), Jl 
records maintained by DBA was reasonably likely to ( 



EA Narcotics and Dangerous Drags Infonnation System (NADDIS) is the index tt 
ictical means by which DEA retrieves investigative reports and information from 
an index, NADDIS points to investigative files and particular DEA Reports of 
on (ROI), DEA Form-6 or other documents, that contain information regarding a 



of the NADDIS query, a single investigative file was identified and retrieved. A search of the 
file resulted in locatmg 41 pages of responsive material. 

query was conducted on August 26, 2005. No additions to the investigative case file in which ths 
plaintiff was mentioned were observed. 

30. During the course of the litigation review, the results of the NADDIS queries conducted by 
SARO on August 26, 2005, m response to the plaintifFs request assigned DEA FOIA Request 
No. 05-1295, were compared with the results of the query conducted on July 21, 2004, in 
response to the plaintiSPs request assigned DEA FOIA Request No. 04-1519. The comparison 

February 22, 2004, existed at die time ttie search was conducted in response to DEA FOIA 
Request No. 05-1295. Thus, a total of 43 pages of responsive materials were identified by DEA. 



on 0)(2) and FOIA Exemptions (b)(2), (b)(7)(C) and (b) 



lists, related arrest reports, Mid all infoimation and a Ust of evidence seized by 
ial Agents and a Deputy U.S. Marshal in regards to his arrest on April 23, 2003, a 
11 infoimation in regard to any "video surveill^ice seized from the El Dorado Ho1 



jlaintiff by letter dated August 1 1, 2004. Included in the release to the plaintiff were tl 
legulatory Seizures, which detailed the three (3) non-drug exhibits seized at the tune o 

i3. With regard to the plaintiffs request for video surveillance, I reviewed DEA Invesi 
nle No. KV-ai-0014. I specifically reviewed all the Fomi-7as associated with DEA 



DESCRIPTION OF RESPON SIVE MATERIAL 



pages to DEA for review and release to the plamtiff. Of the 1 1 
s of four (4) pages were released to the plaintiff and (7) pages 



toUSMSf finlp ng In total, DI 



Regulatory Seizures; n (1) m n ndun (1) Fugitives Search Results; three (3) USMS e- 






. investigation is systematically gathered 



(2) the DEA Personal History Report, DEA Form 202, (3) the DEA Defendant Disposition 
Report, and other documents that may serve as a substitute for the forms. 



rm 6a, are multi-block forms that co 






DEA Form 6, Blocks 5, 9, 12, and 14, contain the n^nes and/or signatures of DBA Special 
Agents and other law enforcement personnel. The DEA Fonn 6, Block 6, and DEA Form 6 
Block 3, contain the file title, which is generally the subject of the investigation. 



il sections which include a "Synopsis," "Details," 
e "Synopsis" and "Details" sections document even 



3. Ordinarily, the "Indexing 



le identiiying details for the u 



44. The DEA Personal History Rqiort 









le defendant; and Blocks 24 and 25, the names and signatures of a DBA Special Agent and/or 

7. The DBA Fonn 7a, Acquisition of Non-Drug Property and Regulatory Seizures is used to 
^ort any non-drug property acquired. DEA uses the DEA-Fomi 7a to log or maintain a record 
f the non-drug property. The form consists of 3 1 blocks of which Block 4 contains the G-DEP 



(b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), an 



jet forth below and a Vaughn int 



JUSTIFICATION FOR WITHHOLDINGS 



;y Act System of Records, the Attorney General promulgated rules, in accordani 
98 (2005). The system was last reported at 66 Fed. Reg. 8425 and last pubhshe 



in, (2) imless disclosure of th 



art of competent jurisdictioi 



xords to the plaintiff; and, no third-party release autl 
information that pertains to the plaintiff, DEA with] 



DB n)¥2) - Internal Person nel Practices and Procedures 



;onsisting of G-DEP (Geographical Drug 
nbers. The G-DEP, NADDIS, and coniidential 



sr, the types and amount of suspected drugs 



(b)NADDIS numbers are multi-digit numbers assigned to drug violators and sui 



'5. The release of the G-DEP codes would help identify priority given to narcotic inves 
nd chMige their pattern of drug trafficking in an effort to respond to what they determit 






Ul G-DEP codes found in 



whom the number applies. They are assigned by D] 



ire purely internal to DEA and in 






FOIA Exemption (b)(7) - Law Enforcement Information 
Exemption (b)(7> Threshold 



he Comprehensive Drag Abuse Prevention and 



enforce the Act through the mvestigation of incidences involving the trafficking in conttoUed 
substances, dangerous drags and precursor chemicals and the violators who operate at mterstate 



illicit drug trafficking, cocperi 
jrmation in support of drag tra 



Jie plaintifiTs FOIA request would be cri 



:xemption fb)(7)(C) - Invasion of Privacy 



he FOIA, 5 U.S.C. § 552 (b)(7)(C), se 



d against any discernible public i 






63. In this instance, ihe plaintiff provided no facts to show any public interest or any p 
pubhc interest which would outweigh the privacy interests of the individuals. Thus, di 



ature of the privacy interest of any individual whose name and/or identifying data 
; documents at issue. The public interest in disclosure of the information was dete 
ler the information in question would infomi the plaintiff or the general pubhc ab( 
rmance of its mission to enforce Federal criminal statutes and the Controlled Subs 
r how DBA conducts its internal operations and investigations, hi this case, it wa: 



titles of DEA Special Agents, DEA laboratoiy personnel, and othe F ( 
V enforcement officers were withheld. Releasing then- identities and ml 
these individuals would place the Special Agents, and other law enf 
1 in a position that they may sutfer undue invasions of pnvacy, haras m^ 



other individuals Theywt 
regardmg official law enfoi 



;nt employees were assigned to handle tasks relating to the of&cial mvestigation 
al activities of the plaintiff They were, and possibly still are, m positions of ace 



Id Information Obtained from 



FOIA, 5 U.S.C. § 552 (b)(7)(D), sets forth an exemption for the inform 
tcement puiposes the disclosure of which could reasonably be expectec 
af a confidential source and/or information furnished by a confidential f 



include those to whom express confidentiality 



in Ught of exemption (b)(7)(D) to del 



-identifying and source-supplied investigative information. Thi 



in their identities and the infonnation they provide to DEA. They are also assured that their 
names will not be used in DEA investigative materials. They are assigned an identification 

FOIA Exemptioii (b^iTKF) - Safetv of Law Enforcement Personnel and Other Indivic 

72. The names of DEA Special Agents, Supervisory Special Agents, United States Custon 
Service (USCS) , other Federal law enfoicement personnel, a state/local law enforcement of 

(b)(7)(F). Exemption (b)(7)(F) sets forth an exemption for records or information compiled 






DEA th t th 1 of Special Agents' identities has, in 



Agents so that they may effectively pursue their undercover and investigatory assignments. Tl 



withheld pursuant to Exemption (b)(7)(C). 






sdaction process employed by DEA entails the use of trmislucent red cellophane tape. After the 

8. Once tape is applied, it generally cannot be removed. The tape lifts the print from the paper, 
'removal is attempted or if it inadvertently touches print not intended to be withheld. The page 
lust then be recopied and the process begun again. The process of applying a thin sfrip of tape is 
;dious, cumbersome and time consuming; however, it is the most effective and efficient means 
urrently available to DEA to withhold information based upon the manner and methods in which 






FOIA exemptions {b){2), (b)(7)(C), and, (b)(7)(F). The reports contain identifying and 
investigative information about the third-parties. The plaintiffs name is mentioned only as a 
:nminal associate of the third-party about whom the record pertains. After redacting all 

;onfidential source regarding the plaintiff and a third-party. The page was withheld in its entiret> 
)ursuant to FOIA exemptions (b)(2), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), and (b)(7)(F). The information about 



i regarding the pleas 



I declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing is trae and correct. 

Paralegal Special st 
Washmgton, D.C 0537 



